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Reply to Office Action of February 28, 2007 

Remarks 

Claims 1-20 are pending in the application and were rejected. By this 
Amendment, claims 1-9, 1 1-15, 18 and 20 have been amended. Reconsideration of the claims 
is respectfully requested. No new matter has been added. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. § 112 

Claims 1-20 were rejected under § 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite. 
Regarding claim 1, Applicants have amended the claims to focus on the apparatus rather than 
the apparatus in combination with a window and a mounting surface. Claim 1 no longer recites 
a mounting surface and "adapted to" language has been used to reference the window in the 
body of the claim. Such language and these remarks are believed to make clear that Applicants 
are claiming the apparatus. Dependent claims 3, 7 and 8 have also been amended to clearly 
claim the apparatus and do not recite a window or a mounting surface. 

Regarding claim 9, Applicants have amended the claims to focus on the 
apparatus rather than the apparatus in combination with a window and a mounting surface. 
Claim 9 no longer recites a mounting surface and "adapted to" language has been used to 
reference the window in the body of the claim. Such language and these remarks are believed 
to make clear that Applicants are claiming the apparatus. Dependent claims 11-14 have also 
been amended to clearly claim the apparatus and do not recite a window or a mounting surface. 

Regarding claim 15, Applicants have amended the claims to focus on the 
apparatus rather than the apparatus in combination with a window and a mounting surface. 
Claim 15 employs "adapted to" language to reference the window in the body of the claim. 
Such language and these remarks are believed to make clear that Applicants are claiming the 
apparatus. Dependent claims 18 and 20 have also been amended to clearly claim the apparatus 
and do not recite a window or a mounting surface. 

The rejection of claims 1-20 is believed to be cured. 
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Conclusion 

Applicants have made a genuine effort to respond to the Examiner's objections 
and rejections in advancing the prosecution of this case. Applicants believe all formal and 
substantive requirements for patentability have been met and that this case is in condition for 
allowance, which action is respectfully requested. No fee is believed to be needed for this 
amendment since it is being submitted prior to August 12, 2007, which is the one month 
mailing date of the most recent Office communication. Please charge any additional fees or 
credit any overpayments as a result of the filing of this paper to our Deposit Account No. 02- 
3978. 



Respectfully submitted, 
RICHARD LUBAWAY 
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